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Civil Liberties Union, which plans to wield
public-records requests and lawsuits as part
of an aggressive action plan aimed at pro-
tecting immigrants and pushing for govern-
ment transparency, among other issues.

“We think that President Trump will be in
violation of the Constitution and federal
statutes on day one, and we plan a vigorous
offense to ensure the worst of the constitu-
tional violations do not occur,” said An-
thony D. Romero, the ACLU’s executive di-
rector.

‘“We may have a new president, but we
have the same old system of checks and bal-
ances,”” he added.

Strategists behind the campaign for im-
peachment said they are confident that
other groups will soon join their cause. They
argue that Trump will immediately be in
violation of the U.S. Constitution’s Foreign
Emoluments Clause, which prohibits a presi-
dent from accepting a gift or benefit from a
foreign leader or government.

Fein cited several examples, including rent
paid by the Industrial & Commercial Bank of
China for its space in Trump Tower in New
York and potential ongoing spending by for-
eign diplomats at the Trump International
Hotel in Washington and other Trump prop-
erties. In addition, he said, royalties col-
lected by the Trump organization from the
president’s business partner in the Phil-
ippines, who was recently named special
envoy to the United States, could violate the
clause.

Trump said this month that he would do-
nate ‘‘profits’’ from foreign business clients
to the U.S. Treasury. However, neither
Trump nor representatives of the Trump Or-
ganization have provided details on how such
payments would be tracked, collected and
disbursed.

The foreign emoluments clause has never
been tested in the courts, and some scholars
argue that violating it would not qualify as
‘“treason, bribery or other high crimes and
misdemeanors,” the grounds for impeach-
ment of a federal official.

But Fein noted that former Virginia gov-
ernor Edmund Jennings Randolph, a delegate
to the Constitutional Convention and later
the first U.S. attorney general, argued dur-
ing Virginia’s debate over ratifying the con-
stitution that a president who was found to
have taken a foreign emolument ‘‘may be
impeached.”

His group has mapped out a long-shot po-
litical strategy to build support for a vote in
the House on articles of impeachment.

The first step is fairly simple: getting a
resolution introduced that calls for the
House Judiciary Committee to investigate
whether there are grounds to impeach
Trump—a move that Fein said a number of
members of Congress are interested in tak-
ing. “Getting it introduced is not going to be
a problem,’” he said.

Still, the idea that a majority of the GOP-
controlled House members would ultimately
vote to launch an investigation of the new
president seems highly improbable. Fein said
he is confident the political climate will
change and lawmakers will eventually sup-
port the effort.

“I think that at a certain point, the com-
bination of new revelations coming out and,
importantly, calls and pressure from con-
stituents in their own districts will be a de-
ciding factor,” he said. ‘“‘And at some point,
they will decide it is in their own interests
to support this.”

While half a dozen federal judges in Amer-
ican history have been impeached by the
House and successfully convicted in the Sen-
ate, no U.S. president has ever been removed
from office through such a process. The clos-
est was Andrew Johnson, who narrowly
avoided conviction in the Senate in 1868 after
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the House charged him with removing the
secretary of war in violation of the Tenure of
Office Act.

In 1974, the House Judiciary Committee ap-
proved articles of impeachment against
then-President Richard Nixon, but he re-
signed before they could be voted on by the
full House. President Bill Clinton was im-
peached by the House on charges of perjury
and obstruction of justice, but the articles of
impeachment were defeated in the Senate in
1999.

Mr. GRASSLEY. I yield the floor.

———————

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

————
APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, to-
morrow the Senate will vote on fund-
ing for the national defense. It will
offer a test for our Democratic col-
leagues: Will their party’s impeach-
ment obsession crowd out even the
most basic governing responsibilities?

Unfortunately, it seems we may al-
ready have our answer. The Demo-
cratic leader said at a press conference
yvesterday that his party intends to fili-
buster funding for our Armed Forces.
Democrats have plenty of time and en-
ergy for their 3-year-old journey to im-
peach the President, but they can’t get
to yes on funding our servicemembers.
That is about as clear a statement of
priorities as you could get around here.

Just a few days ago, U.S. Special
Forces executed a daring mission and
took out the founder of ISIS. It was the
clearest possible reminder that the na-
tional security of the United States
and the missions of our servicemem-
bers do not pause for partisan politics.
But less than a week later, for political
purposes, Senate Democrats say that
they will refuse to secure funding for
those very same missions.

Washington Democrats have talked
up a storm in recent days, criticizing
the administration’s approach to Syria
and the Middle East. Lots of talk—but,
apparently, they are not concerned
enough about the Middle East and
fighting ISIS to actually vote for the
funding that keeps the missions going.

Consider this. If Democrats filibuster
this defense funding, as they threat-
ened to, they will literally be filibus-
tering the exact kind of military as-
sistance for Ukraine over which they
are trying to impeach the President.

Let me say that again. This legisla-
tion is what appropriates the money
for the Ukraine Security Assistance
Initiative, which is precisely the pro-
gram that Democrats are trying to im-
peach President Trump for supposedly
slow-walking. Yet, tomorrow, right
here in the Senate, they say that they
are going to filibuster funding for the
exact same program.

Only in Washington—only in Wash-
ington will you see a show like that.

They want to impeach the President
for delaying assistance to TUkraine
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while they block funding for the pro-
gram themselves. I would say it is un-
believable, except that is exactly what
is happening.

Look, I think it is pretty clear that
our Democratic colleagues do not have
a great affinity for President Trump.
But the country cannot afford for
Democrats in Congress to take a 1-year
vacation from any productive legisla-
tion just because they would rather ob-
sess over impeachment.

ISIS and other radical terrorists are
not going to hit the pause button be-
cause Democrats will not fund the U.S.
military. Strategic competitors like
Russia and China are not going to hit
pause because Democrats would rather
hurt the White House than fund our
military commanders.

Look, Congress needs to do its work.
We need to fund our Armed Forces. To-
morrow’s vote will tell us which Sen-
ators are actually ready to do it.

————

IMPEACHMENT

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President,
speaking of impeachment, yesterday,
House Democrats released their much-
hyped resolution, which was advertised
as bringing fairness and due process
into Speaker PELOSI’s and Chairman
SCHIFF’s closed-door, partisan inquiry.
Unfortunately, the draft resolution
that has been released does nothing of
the sort. It falls way short—way short.

As I have said repeatedly, an im-
peachment inquiry is about the most
solemn and serious process the House
of Representatives can embark upon. It
seeks to effectively nullify Democratic
elections and cancel out the American
people’s choice of a Commander in
Chief.

For that reason, any such inquiry
must be conducted by the highest
standards of fairness and due process.
But thus far, this time around, instead
of setting a high bar, House Democrats
seem determined to set a new low.

Speaker PELOSI has initiated a bi-
zarre process, starting with the fact
that she began it with a press con-
ference instead of a proper vote of the
House. The process seems to be treat-
ing Chairman SCHIFF as though he were
a de facto special prosecutor, notwith-
standing the fact that he is a partisan
Member of Congress whose strange be-
havior has already included fabricating
a lengthy quotation and attributing it
to President Trump during an official
hearing, which he was chairing.

House Democrats’ inquiry thus far
has been conducted behind closed
doors. They have denied their Repub-
lican counterparts privileges that
Democrats received during the Clinton
impeachment when they were in the
minority. Unlike during the inquiries
around both President Clinton and
President Nixon, they have denied
President Trump basic due process
rights and are cutting his counsel out
of the process in an unprecedented
way.

House Democrats’ new resolution
does not change any of that. It does not



		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-11-13T05:43:25-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




